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a initiate a: "trajectory. or. else. these markets snbutd be targeted separately. 
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the ‘base for vesource allocation and plannings. college adn{ifstratois ar 
~ gressively seeking. ways ‘to. offset the predictable decline of traditional: fulle- 7 
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leasual. ‘observer and increasing ‘aunt. ‘erfrol nent ‘seems “to ‘be. ‘the most, promising 


" way-to offset’ tlie. enrol iment. declines resulting from this decrease in adoles~ 


cents. “The: increase in participation of adults in col lege programs in the. last 
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decade As enticing, even fore sa when one. realizes that’ the increase in adult 


jearners represents ‘only a. “sma, fraction of the potential market (cross, isp) | 


_ Continuing ‘education administrators. are Finding ‘that. the. pressure to ‘increase: 
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- tinving educat ton non-credit course part ctpants into’ regulars, college Crédit. 
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‘credit continuing education. is growing faster than any other area in higher ed- 
37) faving: ‘ncreaged by 224 percent. ‘in the decade - ot 
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The increase in adult students dn higher education since: the late 1960s’. ‘has 
spawned . interest in research ‘on re-entry, students (see, for examples Astin, hee ie 


1976; Bielby, 1981; “Lyman-Viera and Boggs, 1976; May, 1977). “This growing body | 


a of literature emphasizes the need for ‘and use of supportive services during. the * 


a ; 
"transitional period: of. “re-entry: and the inpact on Vfestyle,, self-concept an Ms 
| _ interpersonal ‘relationships of the, re-entry stuldents Frequently, cont init ot 


Education personnel request support for non-credit: ‘progranming based on- the - 


"theory": that non-credit participants: Will eventually papel | in credit progr fl 
This idea “has been ‘accepted’ largely as a matter. of faith since a review. of the, 
\r Titerature demonstrates eee participation "research has. not shown any” “relat ion- A 


aoe ae ships between credit, and non-credit courses. “The | few tong tet inat studies which 


E os shave ‘been onducted focus on pattpnns of and reasons for attrition ‘in i dat S 

; ae programs (Losty and Broderson, 1980; Mardian,, 1981) with no ‘attention to pares 
ticipation. in noncredit courses. In: a 1980 ‘study, *Aduit- Students’ pace toward 
" Graduation*, Nishler, Fretler icks, Hogan, and Woody examined 180 transcripts. of” 


. adults who ‘graduated from the University of wisconsin’ campyses. a oe | 
°oatemadisone 7 They found that of the aduit’s who retard to college ay d, graduate 
ed, tee ‘began ‘as non-degree special students: taking a ‘single course 
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which’ indicates that adit: reventry beudents begin. by taking. non-credit courses: ¢ Ae 


4 - : and then ena in credit courses, finanty matriculating iP LY degree progran. , 
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‘ited settings. (e: Ge» récreatfonal programs, ‘graduate’ courses, workshops 

i , etc. ), thus, the. relationship between: Yearning: experiences. organized within e 
ae Ay “oredit or: ‘on-ereditjnst tut fonat frameworks {s ‘Ygnored. Mocker™ and spear’? 

- (1982), present a conceptual’ Framework of types of learning exper tances based on t 
-Tocus of control. Forma}, non-formal and | informal learning within this frame- 
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The data for. eis study we ‘provided by d four-page hai instrument fas 


Signed. by the researchers, specifically for a multi- institution continuing edu- 


cat Son Population. I included. demographic information’ such as Sex, age cate 


gory, Family. status, occupation and educational background. . The ,heart of the : 


; tained for previous and current courses. included the ‘number of. courses taken, 
%™ 
: titles, phesit or non-credit status» reasons “for taking the courses and the 


| institution from wich each course was taken. Respondents were: asked whether | as 


“the very “first: ‘continuing education course they had taken had’ been credit or. 


encing enrol nent and future, educational plans were ae - au ae ee 
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: types of courses offered on Tuesday were fairly representative of courses of- 
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|. . “The. ‘study wag eer, at a suburban community education center which - | 
rved, as the host. ‘site for credit courses from a smal} private collagé, a large 4 
pes university, the local community coilege and a public’ comprehens {ve col- - 
lege. Students from aif four institutions were ‘surveyed as well as students 2 | 
_ tron the. non-credit: paee offered. by- the. school. district. operating the. center. 
Instructors from the five Ynstitut ions” administered and collected the instrument | 


"during all classes meeting ba a selected Tuesday evening. A Tuesday, evening 89 ™ 


~ sample "was chosen based on several known factors: the highest number of courses 
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‘for both credit (14) and non-credit (61). was offered on Tuesday evening; every 


| inst tion involved with the su vey offered courses on Tuesday evening; and the 


> fered on the other three might 5 (see Tables qt, mie and 3). “Thus, the ‘design — 


itself eeateniies for’ participation” v ri les. associated with location and tims 
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~ Language. ,  ’ oa 
~ Math 2 | 
Mus ic ' 7: 
Pets” . 2 
Physical Fitness 1 1 39 
Psycho logy 7 
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Reading. 1 
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| Total Frequencies for Credit Courses “* 
Course = "Mon # Tues. Wed Thurs» Total, 
Accounting | ine 3. a 3 1. 8 
Business a nn ar ce 4 1 | 
Computer Science: ‘ - 1, ae a 1 
Curriculum & Instruction, erg ee a Sm ae © 
-= Beonom es Fe Si pdt bantsuces Liste wan Vemenck otiett Aoecot a 
- ceucae ona) Admin's hcstion Sw, 1 =“ aos 1 
‘English. . 1 £4w2 at 3 7 
a es le ve ' 1 . ? = 1 
— Histo eo, - «f | - _— 1 
eee Management. ra “ 1s - “ 1. 
ar 4S Market ing 2 - ! - yoo 2. 
S Mathes oe 2 - 3 5 ; 
. Psychology = te oe al 1 L-, 6 
_” Sociology . sg - - i - 1 
Speech a - 1 - ; 1. ; 
‘fs TOTAL 12 14 10 10 46 
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Full- “time students ware eliminated from the study so that results would 
focus con-part- -time continuing education students; this yielded a sample of 362. 
- + Frequency and crosstabulation analysis were performed ‘ging the Statistical: 
Package “for. the Social Sciences (spss) Program on the Burroughs’ 6800. | Frequen- 
cies were, obtained for all variables. Several compos ite variables were created | 


to enable meaningful pees analysis pelea ly such as: 


1. Inge ituttonal loyalty in paiscian ‘ the history af f prevtous , 
Courses, (Loyalty). : —- feet 
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3. The number of continuing education courses taken in 


relation to the type of courses (non-credit or credit) taken, 
ty 
(Non-crestt/credt Patterns). ) 


? 
The types of courses previously taken in relation to ; 
(Participation Rates). ° = , 
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current status, 
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Historical usage rates were obtained by. bobs the nunber of credit and 


MF 
non-credit courses taken during each period and obtaining a mean value. Usage 


. ranges were developed to enable classification of users as low (1.6 or, fewer 


: courses per year)»: medium (1.7-3.5 courses per sa and high (more than J 6 


courses per: Year). \ 


Institutional Toyalty was deteeinea by comparing the Anstitution in which 
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logatton of thé, first continuing education course. eae 


é iistorical loyalty was determined by compar ing the current institut ton, with 
all courses ane institut jons previously identified. If courses were taken only..” 
at: the current institution, those students were considered very Joyal. Others 
were divided into two groups: those taking only one course at mater it 


ale and prose taking more than one course at ‘other institutions. , 
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' ” Results 
The 362 respondents represented: a diverse population, with 66 percent fe- 
7-2 . 
male and 33 percent male (hs no response); 66 percent were” sieved and 34 per- 


\ 
cent single. “The age “ranged from wv to aa 61. withyel’ percent between the ages os 
of 22 ane ats Over 45% had conmlered some ‘kind of postsecondary degree; 52 
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ae. —TWe reasons students | ‘were ‘enrolled in ‘the courses. , (Table 4). is consistent. 


ee “with trends. reported in ‘the general. Viterature (Cross, 1981); 56 percent. indi-- 


“cated ‘Job/career” related ‘reasons; 


34 percent: indicated personal reasons 22. 


oe ‘percent, hobby/recreat ional ‘interests. ‘Since multiple responses were see 


cin “answering the: question, concerning. reasons for enrolling, ‘total percentages 


are greater than: loot. “Further analysis, of credit. degree (n=80), credit iwi 


"degree (n246),. and non= “credit {n=235) students. shows that. the non-credit par 


ticipants: oie the. most. diverse motivations and the highest percentages. in a 
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“their - participation patterns. ‘of the totSt s sample, rR percent: reported, taking 
-éourses only from ‘the ingttution whére they were. currently enrolled over a oy 


‘pet of more than 3 years; co percent | had taken V only: one. course at another a 
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: ‘reported cont inuing education class, gives: a more. complex answer to. the, ‘question 


4 é ‘tion=-41 percent for ‘pon-credit and 49 percent for credit. The: credit, non- degree 


- Analysis of loyalty. and user status, using the” data: ‘on. the students? “First, 


of institutional. royalty; (see Table On “Credit ‘degree. students \ were ‘the ‘most " 
“Toyal, ‘with 58 percent ‘of ‘the respondents indicat ing that their first continuing 


_ education course was” ‘a: creditc course from tthe same institution, Non-credit. - 


"students had taken 50 percent. of. ‘their 


first’ ‘courses from the: current instit a 
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. Students were ‘the Teast loyal {andy with 41. percent: not responding,. they perhaps. 
had ‘the Teast. ‘trustworthy: menor ids!) only: 13. percent, had taken their: first: 
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~The: data ‘show Tigtte e evidence of a typical pattern of credit enrolment 


dpe by non- credit. enrolment, ‘thus contfadicting the ‘conventional wisdom. 
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